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FOREWORD 

The Candidates’ Items Response Analysis Report (CIRA) on the performance of 

candidates for Advanced Certificate of Secondary Education Examination (ACSEE), 

2019 for General Studies subject has been prepared so as to provide feedback to 

students, teachers, policy makers and other educational stakeholders on the candidates’ 

performance in this subject. 

The Advanced Certificate of Secondary Education Examination marks the end of the 

two years of Advanced Secondary Education. This Examination is a summative 

evaluation which, among other things, shows the effectiveness of the educational 

system in general and the education delivery system in particular.  Essentially, the 

candidates' responses to the examination questions, is a strong indicator of what the 

educational system was able or unable to offer to the students in their two years of 

Advanced Secondary Education. 

The report highlights some of the factors for the candidates’ good/poor performance in 

General Studies. Sampled Extracts from candidates’ scripts have been inserted to 

illustrate some of the cases. 

One of the most important observations of the ACSEE 2019 Candidates’ responses is 

the candidates’ sufficient knowledge in many topics from which questions were set. It 

is high time for teachers and students to continue improving their teaching and learning 

strategies for better performance in future examinations administered by the National 

Examinations Council of Tanzania. 

The council expects that this feedback will enable various stakeholders responsible for 

education to take appropriate measures to enhance the performance of the students in 

General Studies subject in future examinations. Finally, the council would like to thank 

the examination officers, subject examiners and all individuals who participated in the 

preparation of this report. 

 

 

 

                                                             

Dr. Charles E. Msonde 

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

This report analyses candidates' performance in General Studies subject for the 

Advanced Certificate of Secondary Education Examination (ACSEE) 2019. The 

General Studies Examination covered the syllabus and conformed to the 

Examination format. 

This paper had 8 questions, distributed into four sections: A, B, C, and D. The 

candidates were required to answer only five questions; choosing one question 

from each section and one question from any section. All the questions were 

essay-type and each question carried 20 marks. 

The candidates who sat for the ACSEE 2019 in General Studies Examination 

were 79,341, out of which 73,108 (92.14%) passed. On the contrary, the data 

shows that, in 2018 a total of 76,730 sat for the same examination, out of which 

72,043 (94.43%) passed. This indicates that, there is a decrease in performance 

by 2.29 % and an increase in enrolment by 3.29%. The performance of 

candidates in various grades is summarized in Table 1. 

SEX GRADES PASSED 

A B C D E S F NO % 

M 0 4 501 10306 22,939 7,133 4,631 40,883 55.9 

F 0 3 670 11,074 17,113 3,365 1,602 32,225 44.1 

TOTAL 0 7 1,171 21380 40,052 10,498 6,233 73,108 100 

The analysis of individual questions is presented in the following sections by 

highlighting the requirements of each question and the analysis of the strengths 

and weaknesses of candidates’ responses. Extracts of the candidates’ responses 

are inserted to illustrate some of the cases.   

Three categories of scores have been used, to grade candidates' performance in 

each question. Scores ranging from 0–34 marks are referred to as weak 

performance, 35-59 marks as average performance and 60–100 marks as good 

performance. The candidates' performance in these categories for each question 

and topic is presented in graphs and charts using colours. The green colour 

represents good performance, yellow represents average performance and red 

weak performance. The comparison of performance in each topic for ACSEE 

2018 and 2019 is shown in the Appendix. 
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2.0 ANALYSIS OF THE CANDIDATES' PERFORMANCE PER QUESTION 

This section analyses the performance of candidates in each question by 

indicating the number of candidates who attempted each question and 

explaining the quality of their responses. Also, the candidates' performance in 

each question is categorized as good (12 -20 marks), average (7 to 11.5 marks) 

and weak (0 to 6.5 marks) out of the 20 marks allocated. 

2.1 SECTION A 

2.1.1 Question 1: Life Skills 

The question demanded the candidates to describe with examples from their 

society, six sources of moral values. It was attempted by 65,150 (81.68%) of all 

the candidates out of which 21.3 percent scored from 0 to 6.5 marks, 62 percent 

scored from 7 to 11.5 marks and 16.7 percent scored from 12 to 20 marks out of 

the 20 allocated marks. Generally, the performance in this question was good as 

78.7 percent of the candidates were in the score range of 7 to 18 marks. The 

candidates performance is illustrated in Figure 1. 

 

Figure 1: The candidates' performance in question 1. 

The data analysis indicates that, the candidates who scored 12 marks and above 

understood the demands of the question and observed essay writing rules. Such 

candidates, were able to describe sources of moral values such as; family, 

society, schools (education), mass media, one self and Government, and how 

those sources can enable an individual to acquire moral values. These 
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candidates had good flow of ideas coupled with coherent presentation of their 

arguments. Also, they were able to give plausible introductions and conclusions. 

However, their marks ranged from 12 to 18 due to repetitions of some points 

and variations in clarity and coherence of their explanations. Extract 1.1 is the 

sample of a relatively good response from one of the candidates. 
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  Extract 1.1 A sample of a candidate's relatively good response.  

The candidate in extract 1.1 above was able to describe various sources of moral 

values such as family, society, school, religions, government and mass media. 

The analysis further shows that, the candidates who scored from 7 to 11.5 marks 

demonstrated relatively good knowledge of the various sources of moral values 

but they lacked exhaustive elaborations of the required points. Also, repetition 

of some of the points characterized their responses. One candidate for example, 

provided a sketchy description of religions as institutions which direct people to 

understand Gods’ rules (what is good and what is bad), in Tanzania for 

example we have Muslim and Christian religions. This candidate failed to 

elaborate how religion can be the source of moral values in the society.  
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On the other hand, marks ranging from 0 to 6.5 were scored by candidates who 

misinterpreted the requirements of the question. Some pointed out the indicators 

of good moral values such as: proper dressing style, proper language use, 

greeting others, having a positive relation with others, helping others with 

problems and avoidance of violation of human rights, while others pointed out 

the outdated social cultural practices that undermine women in the society like 

food taboos, polygamy, inheritance of window, female genital mutilation, forced 

marriage and bride price. One candidate for example, defined moral value as 

the situation of behaviours which are not acceptable in the society. In the main 

body, the same candidate pointed out the indicators of moral values erosion 

such as: use of drugs, rape, corruption, prostitution and following bad groups. 

Moreover, other candidates provided a mixture of irrelevant points relating to 

Tanzania’s philosophy such as Unity, Peace, Work, Love, Solidarity and 

Equality.  

Apart from being wrong, other candidates' responses in this category were 

characterized by points without explanations or with partial explanations. Other 

responses, were affected by mixing up few correct responses with incorrect 

ones. lack of relevant introductions and conclusions, gross repetitions of points 

and inadequate English language skills. The notable ones were those who failed 

to communicate in English as a result, they opted to write their responses by 

mixing up with Kiswahili language. Extract 1.2 illustrates one of the poor 

responses in this question. 
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  Extract 1.2 A sample showing part of a poor response. 

In extract 1.2 above the candidate failed to understand the demand of the 

question thus, described the indicators of moral values instead of the sources of 

moral values. 

2.1.2 Question 2: Life Skills 

The question required the candidates to explain six leadership ethics. This was 

one of the most avoided questions as it was attempted by only 19,379 

candidates (24.29%). The question was averagely performed as 46.7 percent 

scored from 0 to 6.5 marks, 47.6 percent scored from 7 to 11.5 marks and only 

5.7 percent scored from 12 to 20 marks out of the 20 marks allocated. The 

overall candidates performance indicates that, 53.3 percent scored marks 

ranging from 7 to 20. The candidates performance is summarised in Figure 2. 
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Figure 2: The candidates' performance in question 2. 

The data indicates that very few candidates (5.7%) had good performance in 

this question. They scored marks ranging from 12 to 17.5. These candidates 

were able to explain various leadership ethics such as ability to solve conflicts, 

respect others opinion, justice and fairness, abiding to the code of conduct and 

willing to accept criticism. Besides that, these candidates were able to present 

their arguments logically and coherently. Nevertheless, they could not score 

above 17.5 marks because of repetitions of few points and inadequate 

elaborations of some points. Extract 2.1 is an illustration of a good response 

from one of the candidates who attempted this question. 
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  Extract 2.1 A sample of a good response. 

Extract 2.1 above represents a candidate who was able to explain relevant points 

concerning leadership ethics. 

The data analysis revealed that, candidates whose scores ranged from 7 to 11.5 

marks could not score higher marks because of inadequate elaborations of their 

points and repetitions of some points. One candidate for example, explained 

leadership ethics as "to ensure justice in the country" and in the next paragraph 

wrote "to ensure human rights" as two independent points while they mean the 

same. Besides that, some of them could not provide plausible introductions and 

conclusions of their essays. 

Furthermore, the candidates who scored from 0 to 6.5 marks proved to lack 

knowledge on leadership ethics since they deviated from the expected response 

by providing a range of irrelevant ones. Some candidates supplied responses 

related to the personal life skills such as self-esteem, self-awareness, 

assertiveness and copping with emotions while others explained the 

characteristics of non-democratic governments like absence of transparency, 

absence of freedom of speech, absence of freedom of mass media, no separation 
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of power and injustice. Moreover, there were those who discussed the problems 

facing developing countries like corruption, poverty, poor social services, lack 

of employment and political instability to mean leadership ethics. Similarly, 

others based their explanations on poor leadership such as low knowledge of 

administration, embezzlement of natural resources and corrupt leaders. 

Interestingly, some candidates associated the leadership styles with leadership 

ethics. One candidate for example, outlined leadership styles such as 

dictatorship leadership, transitional leadership and democratic leadership 

contrary to the demands of the question.  

Also, some candidates in this category could not score above 6.5 marks because 

their answers were characterized by a mixture of correct and incorrect 

responses, gross repetitions of points, unclear explanations to few, poor 

grammar and poor organization of their essays. Extract 2.2 is a sample of an 

irrelevant response from one of the candidates. 
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  Extract 2.2 A sample of a candidate's irrelevant response.  

The above extract is a sample showing part of a candidate's response who 

explained various factors which hinder development instead of leadership 

ethics. 

2.2 SECTION B 

2.2.1 Question 3: International Affairs 

The candidates were required to describe in six points, the causes of terrorism in 

the contemporary world. The question was attempted by 54,076 candidates 
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(67.8%). It was averagely performed as 47.2 percent of the candidates scored 

from 0 to 6.5 marks, 47.2 percent scored from 7 to 11.5 marks and only 5.6 

percent scored from 12 to 20 marks out of the 20 marks allocated. The 

candidates' performance is summarised in Figure 3.  

 

Figure 3: The candidates' performance in question 3. 

The analysis of the candidates' responses shows that, a group of candidates 

whose scores ranged from 12 to 16.5 marks were able to supply relevant 

responses which were in line with the focus of the question. In minimal 

variations in the degree of their arguments the candidates were able to describe 

clearly the causes of terrorism in the contemporary world. The candidates' 

descriptions were based on such points as dissatisfaction over certain issues, 

misinterpretation of religious teachings, revenge, advancement of technology, 

and unfair economic distribution of natural resources. Besides that, these 

candidates managed to write coherent and logical essays starting with relevant 

introductions and ending with conclusions. Their responses portray that, the 

candidates were knowledgeable in the subject matter. However, they could not 

score above 16.5 marks due to failure to exhaust all points demanded by the 

question, repetition of fewer points and unclear explanations. Extract 3.1 is a 

sample of a good response from one of the candidates who attempted this 

question. 
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  Extract 3.1 A sample of a relatively good response.  

Furthermore, the candidates with scores ranging from 7 to 11.5 marks had 

relatively adequate knowledge of the subject matter, sufficient English 

Language skills and good essay organization skills. However, these candidates 

could not score above 11.5 marks because they failed to exhaust all the points 

demanded by the question and some of their elaborations were not exhaustive. 

Also, some of  responses that they gave, were characterized by repetitions of 

some points. Finally, some candidates wrote irrelevant introductions and 

conclusions which made them score average marks. 
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On the other hand, the concept of terrorism proved to be elusive to most 

candidates who scored from 0 to 6.5 marks. This is demonstrated by a diversity 

of irrelevant responses the candidates gave. One candidate for example, defined 

terrorism as the situation whereby people move from their origin place to 

another country due to insecurity from their countries such as wars, poverty, 

frequent famine and hunger. Another candidate erroneously defined terrorism as 

the state whereby a leader governs a country in unfair way this is through 

undemocratic way because he/she does not follow the democratic process and 

the people in the country have no any right. In view of the above definitions, it 

is evident that most candidates who attempted this question had superficial 

knowledge of terrorism.  

In the main body, these candidates associated causes of terrorism with problems 

facing most developing countries like bad leadership, refugees, corruption, 

poverty, civil wars, presence of political instability and boundary conflicts. 

Others, pointed out the causes of moral value erosion in Tanzania such as poor 

parental care, the influence of drug abuse, poverty, lack of education and the 

demand to accumulate many wealthy. Similarly, one candidate explained 

different social problems like, poor education system, street children, poverty 

and low level of science and technology to mean causes of terrorism in the 

contemporary world. Nevertheless, some of them superficially pointed out 

factors for development such as the availability of capital, presence of good 

infrastructure, availability of social services such as market and government 

support. Likewise, other responses were characterized by failure to exhaust the 

required number of points, lack of clarity and lack of logical organizational of 

the essays. In the whole, these candidates could not merit good scores above 6.5 

marks. Extract 3.2 is a sample of an irrelevant response 
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  Extract 3.2 is a sample of a candidate's poor response. 

 In extract 3.2 above, the candidate described the effects of terrorism instead of 

the causes of terrorism in the contemporary world.  
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2.2.2 Question 4: International Affairs 

The question required the candidates to assess any six achievements of the 

Southern African Development Community (SADC). The question was 

attempted by 35,938 (45.11%) of which 48.6  percent scored from 0 to 6.5 

marks, 48.3 percent scored from 7 to 11.5 marks and only 3.1 percent scored 

from 12 to 20 marks out of the 20 marks allocated. The candidates general 

performance was average as 51.7 percent scored 7 to 20 marks. The candidates 

performance is summarized in Figure 4. 

 

Figure 4: The candidates' performance in question 4. 

The analysis indicates that, few candidates (3.1%) scored from 12 marks and 

above. These candidates proved to have sufficient knowledge on the 

achievements of SADC. They were able to give relevant background 

information concerning SADC such as its origin, founding date, its goals and 

member states. Thereafter, they pointed out various achievements of SADC 

such as improvement of infrastructures, improvement in agriculture, reduce 

excessive dependence to developing countries, improvement in power and 

energy supply and increase of number of women in decision making bodies.  

Additionally, a good number of candidates in this category, were able to write 

coherent English sentences and had good essay organization skills. However, 

scores of candidates in this category varied depending on the quality of their 

essays. Extract 4.1 is an illustration of a good response from one of the 

candidates. 
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  Extract 4.1 A sample of a relatively good response.  

Furthermore, candidates with scores ranging from 7 to 11.5 marks demonstrated 

a relatively adequate knowledge on the achievements of SADC, had sufficient 
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English Language Skills and they observed essay writing rules. However, they 

could not score higher marks because they failed to exhaust all the required 

points while others mixed up correct and incorrect points. For example, one 

candidate explained both the achievements and the objectives of SADC. 

On the other hand, the quality of the responses of the candidates who scored 

from 0 to 6.5 marks demonstrated lack of relevant knowledge on SADC 

achievements as well as proficiency in the English language. The candidates 

were able to give few relevant points and examples but failed to provide 

sufficient and clear elaborations.  For example, one candidate pointed out the 

objectives of SADC such as to have free movement of people, common 

passport, common currency, and remove trade barriers instead of the 

achievements of SADC. Other candidates went further to explain the 

importance of democracy such as: enhancing human rights, freedom, promotion 

of good governance and leadership which was contrary to the demands of the 

question. Additionally, some candidates pointed out the strategies of attaining 

SADC’s objectives like to expand trade relationship, promote unity and 

solidarity among members of the community, develop economic sector and 

promote peace, love, and respect among the member countries. Moreover, other 

candidates' responses were characterized by poor organization of their essays 

and lack of plausible introductions and conclusions. Extract 4.2 is a sample of a 

poor response from one of the candidate 

 

 

 
Extract 4.2 A sample showing part of a response from a candidate who 

provided an answer contrary to the demands of the question. 
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2.3 SECTION C 

2.3.1 Question 5:  Democratic Process and Practices 

The question demanded the candidates to explain in nine points the basic rights 

and freedom of a citizen in Tanzania. The data shows that it was one of the most 

opted questions as 62,225 (78.01%) candidates attempted it. The candidates 

performance was good as 84.1 percent were able to score from 7 to 19.5 marks 

out of the 20 marks allocated. The candidates' performance in this question was 

as follows: 15.9 percent scored from 0 to 6.5 marks, 57.3 percent scored from 7 

to 11.5 marks and 26.8 percent were able to score from 12 to 19.5 marks out of 

the 20 marks allocated. The candidates' performance is summarized in Figure 5. 

 

Figure 5: The candidates' performance in question 5. 

The analysis of the candidates' responses has revealed that, the candidates 

whose scores ranged from 12 to 19.5 marks managed to explain the basic rights 

and freedom of a citizen in Tanzania such as freedom from torture or fear, the 

right to life, the right to own property, the right to vote and to be voted, freedom 

of press, freedom of speech and to be heard, freedom of worshipping, right to 

education, right to work, freedom of association and freedom of movement. 

Also, majority of the candidates in this category seemed to have sufficient 

knowledge relating to essay writing as they were able to write essays with 

relevant introductions and conclusions. However, the variation of the 

candidates' scores was due to slight grammatical errors, lack of vivid examples 
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in some cases and the weight of their arguments. Extract 5.1 is a sample of a 

relevant response from one of the candidates. 
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  Extract 5.2 A sample of a response from a candidate who explained the basic 

  rights and freedom of citizens in Tanzania relatively well. 

The analysis further indicates that, the candidates with average performance (7 

to 11.5 marks) did not pay due attention to spelling and demands of the 

question. Some of them mixed up the responsibilities of citizens with human 

rights and fundamental freedoms. For example, one candidate wrote to 

participate in crime prevention and reporting and to participate in community 

development activities. Again, these candidates scored averagely because they 

could not provide exhaustive elaborations of the points they made, and their 
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responses were characterised by repetitions of some points and lack of vivid 

examples. 

On the contrary, the candidates with weak performance (0 to 6.5 marks) failed 

to identify the requirement of this question as they responded to a number of 

deviations. For instance, some candidates explained different principles of 

democracy such as; free and fair election, multi-parties, accountability, decision 

making, rule of law, transparency, human rights, citizen participation and 

political tolerance. Others discussed the responsibilities of citizen like; to 

participate in community development, participate in preventing crime and 

reporting it, to combat corruption, to respect law and constitution, timely 

payment of tax, to conserve environment, to have good conduct and behavior, to 

participate in political matter and respect of other people. Moreover, other 

candidates' responses were awarded low marks because were characterised by 

points without explanations, poor grammar and repetitions of some points. 

Extract 5.2 is a sample of an irrelevant response given by one of the candidates. 
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  Extract 5.2 A sample of a poor response. 

2.3.2 Question 6:  Democratic Process and Practices 

The question required the candidates to describe the contribution of Civil 

Society Organizations (CSOs) to the promotion and protection of human rights 

in Tanzania by giving six points. Most candidates opted against this question 

and it was averagely performed. The question was attempted by 

18,601(23.32%) of all the candidates out of which, 64 percent scored from 0 to 

6.5 marks, 33.2  percent scored from 7 to 11.5 marks and only 2.8 percent 

scored from 12 to 20 marks out of the 20 marks allocated. The candidates 

performance is summarized on Figure 6. 
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Figure 6: The candidates' performance in question 6. 

The analysis of data on the candidates’ performance in this question reveals that 

the question was very challenging to most candidates as 64% scored from 0 to 

6.5 marks. Such low scores suggest that these candidates had superficial 

knowledge on the operation of the civil society organizations, particularly their 

role in promoting and protecting human rights in Tanzania. Some candidates 

misinterpreted the question to mean responsibilities of government in enhancing 

human rights. One candidate for example, analysed the following points: 

provide them with freedom of expression, provide them with right of having 

economic freedom, provide them with right to live, provide them with right of 

home affairs, provide them with freedom of movement. Other candidates, 

showed how human rights are practiced in a democratic society. For example, 

one candidate described the ways of enhancing the practice of human rights and 

fundamental freedoms such as presence of religion, through equality, rule of 

law, free and fair election and provision of social service.  

Additionally, some candidates failed to distinguish the functions of CSOs from 

those of the government and its institutions. For instance, one candidate 

explained functions of the government such as; to promote peace and security, 

stimulate development of the country, stimulate peace and order, stimulate the 

improvement of transport and communication system, promote provision of 

social services and facilitate unity and solidarity to people. All these responses 

were contrary to the demands of the question. Also, candidates' responses in this 

category, were  characterized by points without clear elaborations, mixing up 

correct and incorrect responses and ungrammatical sentences. In general, the 
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above limitations prevented candidates in this category to score above 6.5 

marks. Extract 6.1 illustrates such cases in point. 
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  Extract 6.1 A sample of an irrelevant response. 

The candidate in extract 6.1 above went astray by discussing the benefits of 

friendly relations between two countries (bilateral organizations) contrary to the 

demands of this question.  

Furthermore, candidates who scored averagely (7 to 11.5 marks) demonstrated a 

relatively good knowledge on how CSOs promote and protect human rights in 

Tanzania. These candidates could not score higher marks because, their 

responses lacked exhaustive elaborations. 

On the other hand, the candidates with good performance (12 to 17.5 marks) 

had sufficient knowledge of CSOs and their contribution in promoting and  

protecting human rights in Tanzania. Their responses shows that, these 

candidates were able to transfer the knowledge they acquired in class to their 
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real life experiences. Their responses were as follows: provision of civic 

education and information, setting standards, supporting policy formulation, 

provide legal education and assistance, act as watchdogs to both private and 

government sector, assist citizens in identifying their values and acting as a link 

between donors and aid beneficiaries. Also, the candidates in this category were 

able to write relevant introductions and conclusions but they couldn’t score all 

the 20 marks allocated because of unclear elaborations of some points and 

grammatical errors. Extract 6.2 is a sample of relatively good response from one 

of the candidates. 
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  Extract 6.2 A sample of a relatively good response. 
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2.4 SECTION D 

2.4.1 Question 7:  Science and Technology in Development 

The question required the candidates to justify the argument that, science and 

technology has contributed much to human development in the contemporary 

world. This was one of the most opted and well performed questions as 79.5 

percent of the candidates were able to score marks ranging from 7 to 20. The 

question was attempted by 68,490 (85.86%) candidates out of which 20.5% 

scored from 0 to 6.5 marks, 65.5 percent scored from 7 to 11.5 marks and 14 

percent scored from 12 to 18.5 marks. The candidates performance is 

summarized in Figure 7. 

 

Figure 7: The candidates' performance in question 7. 

The analysis reveals that the candidates who scored from 12 to 18.5 marks were 

able to identify and interpret correctly the demands of the question. They had 

good command of English language and were able to provide good 

introductions and conclusions. These candidates provided roles of technology in 

development such as: building modern manufacturing industries, improvement 

of transport systems, provision of modern and better social services, discovery 

of the use of alternative energy, improvement of communication systems, 

research activities and environmental conservation. However, the scores varied 

form one candidate to  the other due to the degree of clarity and strength of each 

candidate's arguments. Extract 7.1 is a sample of a good response from one of 

the candidates. 



 36  

 

 



 37  

 
  Extract 7.1 A sample of good response. 

Moreover, the analysis shows that the candidates who scored averagely, (7 to 

11.5 marks) demonstrated both strengths and weaknesses in their responses. 

Some of them had good organizational skills and knowledge on how science 

and technology has contributed to human development in the contemporary 

world, but they could not score good marks because of repetition of  points and 

grammatical errors. Others had good points, but they failed to give clear 

explanations and most of their essays lacked coherence. 

On the other hand, the candidates (20.5%) who scored poorly, (0 to 6.5 marks) 

demonstrated weaknesses such as: inability to identify the demands of the 

question, mixing up relevant and irrelevant points, poor essay writing skills and  

poor proficiency of English Language. The majority of the candidates discussed 



 38  

the disadvantages of globalization and negative effects of the advancement of 

science and technology, particularly to developing countries. Their irrelevant 

responses were such as: moral decay, loss of national identity, increase of 

crimes, pollution, political instability, corruption, destruction of culture, 

influence terrorism, increase social evils, diseases for example cancer, 

unemployment, creation of dangerous weapons and environmental degradation. 

Other candidates, associated the demands of the question with the sources of 

energy. For instance, one candidate explained sources of energy such as solar 

energy, biogas energy technology, geothermal technology, nuclear energy and 

hydroelectric power instead of explaining the contribution of science and 

technology to human development in the contemporary world. 

In the same category, some of the candidates failed to provide relevant 

introductions and conclusions. One candidate for example, defined science and 

technology as the situation as to where when applied in the state can be 

advantage or disadvantage. Likewise, some of the candidates did not observe 

essay writing format, rather they outlined relevant and irrelevant points without 

elaborating them. Worse still, a great part of the responses were characterized 

by repetition of some points and incomprehensible English sentences. 

Generally, the variations in the candidates' scores depended on the strength and 

relevance of their points, introductions and conclusions. Extract 7.2 is an 

example of an irrelevant candidate's response. 
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  Extract 7.2 A sample of an irrelevant response.  

2.4.2 Question 8: Contemporary Issues 

The question instructed candidates to assess the impact of HIV/AIDS pandemic 

to the Tanzanian Society. This was the most opted question as 70,868 (88.84%) 

of the candidates attempted it. The general performance of this question was 

good as 76.3% percent of the candidates were able to score 7 marks and above 

out of the 20 marks allocated. The analysis of the candidates' performance in 

this question revealed that 23.7 percent scored from 0 to 6.5 marks, 69.2% 

scored from 7 to 11.5 marks and 7.1 percent scored from 12 to 20 marks out of 

the 20 marks allocated. The candidates performance in the question is illustrated 

in Figure 8. 
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Figure 8: The candidates' performance in question 8. 

The analysis reveal that the candidates whose scores ranged from 12 to 20 

marks demonstrated a good knowledge on HIV/AIDS. They met the demands of 

the question, had logical flow of ideas with relevant examples and observed 

essay writing rules. Furthermore, they gave correct answers such as increase 

number of the street children, loss of manpower, increase poverty, Sorrow, 

sufferings and psychological torture, outbreak of crimes in the society, Child 

headed families and reduce life expectancy. However, scores varied according 

to the clarity of elaborations, coherence of ideas and the plausibility of the 

introduction and conclusion. Extract 8.1 is a sample of relevant response from 

one of the candidates.  
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  Extract 8.1 A sample of a relatively good response. 

The analysis father shows that the candidates who scored averagely (7 to 11.5 

marks) seemed to have partial knowledge of the subject matter, had correct 

interpretation of the question and adhered to the essay writing rules. However, 

they failed to score high marks because of repetition of some points. For 

example, one candidate wrote "loss of manpower” in one paragraph and 

“decrease of population” while they mean the same. In some cases, the 

candidates could not write good introduction and conclusion. Others provided 

only few correct points but they could not sufficiently elaborate them. 

On the contrary, the candidates who scored poorly (0 to 6.5 marks) did not 

understand the demands of the question and they lacked knowledge on 

HIV/AIDS and its impact. In the introduction for example, one candidates 

wrongly provided the long form of HIV as Human Infection Viruses. Another  

candidate defined HIV as the condition in which normal part of somebody is 
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disturbed. Similarly, in the main body, most of the candidates discussed both 

the ways of transmission and symptoms of HIV/AIDS instead of assessing its 

impacts. The candidates gave points such as "sharing of sharp instruments, loss 

of body weight, high coughing, loss of appetite, body and mental disorder (loss 

of human dignity), unprotected sexual intercourse, transmission of blood from 

one person to another, breast feeding by the infected mother and prostitution 

due to poverty". Others, candidates repeated some points for example, one 

candidate pointed out “increase of death” in one paragraph and ‘depopulation” 

in the next paragraph. Extract 8.2 is an illustration of an irrelevant response 

from one of the candidates. 
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  Extract 8.2: A sample of a poor response. 

3.0 ANALYSIS OF CANDIDATES PERFORMACE IN EACH TOPIC 

An analysis of the candidates' performance in each topic for the ACSEE 2019 

General Studies subject indicates that four topics had good performance and one 

had average performance. The topics which had good performance were; 

Science and Technology in Development for question 7 ranking the first with 

79.5 percent of the candidates who scored an average of 35 marks and above 

and Contemporary/Crosscutting issues for question 8 ranking the second with 

76.3 percent. The other topics with good performance were Life skills (66%) for 

questions 1 and 2 followed by Democratic processes and practices (60.05%) for 

questions 5 and 6. Likewise, the topic in which the candidates had an average 

performance was International Affairs with 52.1 percent for questions 3 and 4. 

The candidates' performance is summarised in the appendix. 
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4.0 CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

4.1 Conclusion 

The performance of candidates in ACSEE 2019 General Studies was good as 

73,108 (92.14) percent of the candidates passed, though it has decreased by 2.29 

percent if compared with the 2018 ACSEE performance. The analysis of the 

candidates' responses in various questions show that most candidates were able 

to score an average of 35% and above. Such performance is an indication that 

the candidates had adequate knowledge and skills in the respective topics and 

sub-topics from which the questions were set. However, analysis of the 

candidates’ responses in various questions revealed that the candidates lacked 

an in-depth knowledge in some parts of some topics such as: roles of CSOs in 

enhancing human rights in Tanzania from the topic of Democratic Process and 

Practices, moral values from the topic of Life Skills, terrorism and multilateral 

cooperation (especially the achievements of SADC) which both belong to the 

topic of International Affairs (see Appendix). This suggests that, these topics 

were not well comprehended by majority of the candidates who opted for the 

questions set from such topics. Other noticed problems were inability of some 

candidates to interpret the demands of the question, failure to provide clear 

explanations due to poor proficiency in the English Language and failure to 

observe examination instructions. 

4.2 Recommendations 

In order to improve the performance of the future candidates in General Studies 

subject, the following are recommended: 

(a) Prospective candidates should be taught how to read instructions and 

identify the demands of the questions. Also, they should be taught how to 

write logical essays. 

(b) Teachers should exhaustively teach all sub-topics as stipulated in a 

particular topic as evidences from candidates responses shows that some 

sub topics were not well covered. 

(c) Teachers should apply a variety of teaching and learning strategies to 

inspire students’ to study General Studies subject. Some of the 

recommended ones are brainstorming, case studies, use of pictures and 

written sources, think-pair-and-share method, songs, group discussion and 

role play. 
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(d) Teachers should encourage students to read extensively a variety of 

textbooks, journals, newspapers and web-based materials to widen up their 

knowledge. 

(e) English Language improvement programs should be established by the 

Ministry of Education, Science and Technology or school administration 

to improve students' English Language competence. 

(f) Tests and internal school examinations administered to students should be 

of acceptable standards so as to improve their knowledge and prepare 

them for national examinations. 
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Appendix 

COMPARISON OF CANDIDATES' PERFORMANCE IN EACH 

TOPIC FOR ACSEE 2018 AND ACSEE 2019 

S/N Topic 

ACSEE 2018 ACSEE 2019 

N
u

m
b

er
 o

f 
Q

u
es

ti
o

n
s 

T
h

e 
p

er
c
en

ta
g

e 
o

f 
ca

n
d

id
a

te
s 

w
h

o
 

sc
o

re
d

 a
n

 a
v

er
a

g
e
 o

f 
3
5

 a
n

d
 a

b
o

v
e
 

R
em

a
rk

s 

N
u

m
b

er
 o

f 
q

u
e
st

io
n

s 

T
h

e 
p

er
c
en

ta
g

e 
o

f 
ca

n
d

id
a

te
s 

w
h

o
 

sc
o

re
d

 a
n

 a
v

er
a

g
e
 o

f 
3
5

 a
n

d
 a

b
o

v
e
 

R
em

a
rk

s 

1 Contemporary/Cross 

cutting issues 

1 87 Good 1 76.3 Good 

2 Science and Technology 

in Development 

1 65.9 Good 1 79.5 Good 

3 Democratic process and 

practices 

2 63.25 Good 2 60.05 Good 

4 Life skills 2 62.75 Good 2 66 Good 

5 International Affairs 2 42.25 Average 2 52.1 Average 

 

 

 




